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Jason Reno (“Father”) appeals from the trial court’s modification of the custody and
visitation of his children. In his sole point, Father argues that the trial court committed reversible
error in not appointing a guardian ad litem, either before trial due to the parties’ allegations of
abuse, or at trial because Father adduced evidence, which, if believed, showed that Mother
abused the children.

AFFIRMED.
Division One holds:

1. Under Missouri law, in all proceedings for child custody or for dissolution of marriage or
legal separation where custody, visitation, or support of a child is a contested issue, a trial
court may appoint a guardian ad litem. The trial court must appoint a guardian ad litem
in any proceeding in which child abuse or neglect is alleged.

2. The mandatory appointment of a guardian ad litem is triggered only by an allegation of
child abuse expressly stated in a pleading and not by the mere introduction of evidence at
trial.

3. Because of the importance of protecting children from abuse or neglect, if sufficient
evidence is offered at trial that, if believed, shows actual abuse or neglect occurred, the



court, either upon motion of a party or sua sponte, should order the pleadings amended to
conform to the evidence and appoint a guardian ad litem.

4. Parents have standing to challenge the failure to appoint a guardian ad litem, even when
the parent’s own abuse is alleged, because if we do not give parents standing to raise this
issue, the interests of children may not receive the protection they deserve.

5. In addressing a motion to modify custody, allegations of conduct that took place only
during the marriage, without any allegation that such conduct is ongoing, is insufficient
to mandate the appointment of a guardian ad litem.

6. General allegations, lacking in specificity, do not raise a claim of neglect or abuse. Nor
does a claim that a child has been “struck,” where the allegation contains no indication of
the severity of the strike or any assertion that the child was injured in any way, that the
conduct happened more than once, that the parent was even present during the incident,
or that the parent responded inappropriately to the alleged strike, state a claim of abuse
sufficient to mandate the appointment of a guardian ad litem.

7. It is the duty of an appellant to furnish a transcript containing a record of proceedings
which he desires to have reviewed. In the absence of such record, it is impossible to
review Father’s claim that he presented evidence of Mother’s abuse and neglect of the
children.

8. The trial court’s mentioning a number of instances of poor parenting on Father’s part, or
in which he has been mentally abusive of Mother, is not a finding that Father has abused
or neglected the children.

9. The trial court’s judgment does not support Father’s claim that he presented evidence of
Mother’s abuse and neglect where the judgment references Father making “allegations,”
of Mother committing abuse and neglect, but does not refer to Father actually producing
evidence of abuse or neglect.
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